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Oswald’s single-handed guilt rests, as of now, wholly on the 
Warren Commission’s finding that only three bullets were 
fired at the PresidenUal party and that one of these described 
an eccentric course through the bodies of President Kennedy 
and Governor John Connally of Texas. According to Mr. Ep- 
stein, “There was, however, no substantial evidence which 
supported this contention, and there was evidence that all but 
precluded the possibility that both men had been hit by the 
same bullet.” I wiU not attempt here to restate or condense 
Mr. Epstein’s line of reasoning. He makes his own case adroitly 
and Nvith an economy of language 1 might find myself unable 
to match. That the case is as impressive as it is disturbing is 
borne out, in my view, by the fact— brou^t to li^t here for 
the first rime- that the Warren Commission was itself divided 
on this crucial matter and that it settled the question by what 
some members called “the battle of the adjectives.” In charac- 
terizing the evidence on which its single most important con- 
clusion rests, the strongest word the Commissioners could 
agree upon was “persuasive.” A word they could not agree 
upon was “compelling.” 

Mr. Epstein does not challenge or even question the fun- 
damental integrity of the Commission or its staff. He discards 
as shabby “demonology” the view that the Commissioners 
collusively suppressed evidence. He pays the Commission Re- 
port the high compliment of close scrutiny. His concern when 
he undertook this study was not with the conclusions the 
Commission reached; it was with the processes of fact-finding 
employed by an agency having a complex and in some ways 
ambiguous relationship to the bureaucracy that brought it into 
being. “The primary subject of this book is the Warren Com- 
mission, not the assassination,” he says. And although, along 
the way, he raises some sharp questions about tlie assassina- 
tion, he adheres rigorously to liis fundamental purpose: an ex- 
amination of the way in which a group of Americans promi- 
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principal importance” by the Commission, the FBI 
Report (with the supplement) was an authoritabve and official 
summary of the facts as of January 13. 1964. before the Com- 
mission began its work.*^® 

With regard to the autopsy, the December 9 FBI Su 
mary Report states: 

Medical examination of the President’s body revealed 
that one of the bullets had entered just below his shoulder 
to the right of the spinal column at an angle of 45 to bo 
degrees downward, that there was no point of exit, and 
that the bullet was not in the body.” 

The FBI Summary Report thus says unequivocally that the 
bullet in question had not exited from the front of the Presi- 
dent’s body; it impUes that the bullet had faUen out onto the 
President’s stretcher while he was in the hospital in Dall^. 

The Warren Report thus directly contradicts me FBI 
Summary Report on the autopsy findings. The possibility of a 
clerical error or misinterpretation in the December 9 FBI 
Summary Report is diminished by the FBI Supplemental 
Report, dated January 13. which states: 

Medical examination of the President’s body had revealed 
that the bullet which entered his back had penetrated to 
a distance of less than a finger length.'® 

“Medical examination of the President’s body” can have re- 
ferred only to the Bethesda autopsy of November 22; before 
the autopsy, the bullet hole was not discovered; and after the 
autopsy, there was no further medical examinaHon.®® The FBI 
Summary Report and the Supplemental Report thus say. in 

•Tliese volumes have not hitherto been made piiliUc. Because of P«“- 
n^rto t subject of Uiis book, substan.^ portions of U.em are reproduced 
here as Appendices A and B (see pp. 1S5 M-h 
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leave for Dallas, and Warren replied, “I’d hoped you could 
catch the evening plane tonight.’’^® 

Specter departed for Dallas that evening, and during the 
next eight days he interviewed, both “off-” and “on-the-rec- 
ord,” twenty-eight doctors and other medical personnel at 
Parkland Hospital.^® With one minor exception, these inter- 
views comprised Specter’s entire field investigation of “the 
basic facts of the assassination.”®’ 

Specter resolved the problem of the throat wound. All 
the doctors who saw the wound agreed that it could have been 
either an entry or an exit wound. Specter traced the rumor 
that it was an entrance wound to an answer Dr. Malcolm 
Perry had made to a hypothetical question. Dr. Perry ad- 
liiitted to Specter that he had no basis for telling whether it 
was an entrance or exit wound, and he testified tliat he had 
only said that it cowW have been an entrance wound.®* Specter 
thus accomplished his mission and rehirned to Washing- 
ton. 

Quite obviously, if a lawyer was required to spend about 
two-thirds of his entire field investigation on a single problem, 
as Specter had to do, other problems had to be investigated 
with less thoroughness. Specter apparently preferred to allo- 
cate his limited time to problems that could be resolved in- 
stead of to problems that seemed unresolvable. This meant 
that a number of the more dillicult problems were treated 
superficially. For example, the very important problem of 
where “bullet 399” was found was never resolved. 

The Stretcher Bullet. Bullet 399 is a nearly intact bullet 
that ballistically was matched to the murder weapon. It was 
found on a stretcher at Parkland Hospital and tiumed over to 
the Secret Service. Although the question of whether it was 
found on President Kennedy’s or Governor Connally s 
stretcher may have seemed insignificant at the time, it later 
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but he was never asked. Another witness who was never ques- 
tioned was David Sanders, the orderly who wheeled Ken- 
nedy’s stretcher out of the trauma room.^s Sanders possibly 
could have answered the question of when Kennedy’s 
stretcher arrived in the area in which the bullet was 
found. 

An investigation in which expert testimony was ignored, 
two out of the three major witnesses were never questioned, 
and the working hypothesis was maintained despite the devel- 
opment of contradictory evidence can only be considered 
superficial. The case of the stretcher bullet illustrates the limits 
of the investigation; in ten days, or even in ten weeks, a single 
lawyer could not exhaust all the facts and possibilities in such a 
broad area as the “basic facts of the assassination.’’ Aden Spec- 
ter spent only about ten days on his investigation in Dallas; 
quite obviously, he had to concentrate on the major problems 
and neglect some of the more minor ones.^^ 

Specter said that he planned his investigation so that he 
could .submit his chapter by the June i deadline, and he was, 
in fact, the only lawyer to meet this deadline.®* As new evi- 
dence continued to develop after June i, the premature ter- 
mination of the investigation created a problem. 

The Fourth Shot? At the time of the assassination a by- 
, stander, James Tague, was wounded by a minute fragment.®® 
) Although it is possible that this fragment came from one of 
\ • the three established shots, it is also possible, especially in 

. j view of the distance involved, that the fragment came from a 

! fourth shot. A fourth shot would not in itself indicate that a 
^ \ second assassin was at work — Oswald had suHicient time to 

1 fire a fourth shot after the fatal one — but it would cast new 
light on s<ich problems as Connally’s wrist wound, the dent in 
the chrome of the Presidential car, and the sequence of events. 
It would also raise a question as to why only three cartridge 
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